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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 1, lines 6-7, it is unclear. What does applicant meant of "said 
faces being electrically conductive?" Does applicant meant of "said faces formed 
to be electrical conductive?" since "said faces" are defined walls of the device 
and formed a housing for a drawer inserted into the device. What does applicant 
would be constructed the hosing to be electrical conductive?, and how users 
could be used when they do assembly. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign co untry or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Aziz 
et al. (U. S. Patent 5,949,645). 
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As best understood to claim 1, Aziz discloses a device (10-figure 1 , column 4, 
line 58) as shown in figures 1-21 for electromagnetic protecting a drawer (20, column 4, 
line 66) equipped with electronic cards (82, 84, column 7, line 41), said drawer (20) for 
being inserted into a drawer receiving structure (see figure 2) through an opening 
provided in a front face (see figure 2) of said drawer receiving, said device comprising: 

six faces (see figures 2 and 8) distributed around the cards (82, 84), wherein one 
of said faces of said device is formed by the front face (see figure 2) of said drawer, 
while the five other faces of the device are formed by side faces (14), a top (18) and a 
bottom faces (16, column 4, lines 64-65) and a back face (not shown) of said drawer 

receiving structure. 

As to claims 4 and 6, Aziz discloses a device as shown in figures 2 and 8 
wherein said top and bottom faces (18, 16) are provided with openings for allowing air 
to flow through. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the Drior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 2-3, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Aziz et al. (U. S. Patent 5,949,645) in view of Anderson et al (U. S. Patent 
6,209,842). 

As to claim 2, Aziz does not teach resilient electrical means for providing 
electrical connection between said front face of said drawer and said drawer receiving- 
structure. 

Anderson discloses a device as shown in figures 4-5 comprising resilient 
electrical connection means (405, column 3, line 65). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use resilient electrical means as taught by Anderson to employ 
the device of Aziz in order to reduce vibration transmitted when a module inserted into a 
chassis of a device. 

As to claim 3, Anderson discloses a device as shown in figures 4-5 wherein said 
resilient means (405) are formed by electrically-conductive springs disposed on the 
edges of the opening provided in the front face of the structure. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use resilient means are formed by electrically-conductive springs 
as taught by Anderson to employ the device of Aziz in order to provide an easy snap 
insertion of the module inserted into the device. 

Regarding claim 9, Aziz discloses all of the limitations of the claimed invention, 
except for an intermediate plate disposed between two adjacent drawers. 
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Anderson shows an intermediate plate disclosed in figure 1 to separate between 
two modules. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use an intermediate plate as taught by Anderson to employ the 
device of Aziz in order to protect against an EMI from the modules when inserted into 
the device. 

7. Claims 5, and 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Aziz in view of Porter (U. S. Patent 5,808,866). 

As to claim 5, Aziz discloses a device as shown in figures 8-9 wherein said 
drawer-receiving structure is provided with connectors (190, 186-figure 8) suitable for 
cooperating with connectors (178, 190-figure 9) secured to the cards. Aziz does not 
show said back face is a grating with openings for passing cables. 

Porter discloses a device as shown in figures 2 and 5 wherein a back face (24), 
of a drawer-receiving structure is provided with connectors (30) suitable for cooperating 
with connectors secured to the cards (31). The back face is a grating provided with 
openings for passing cables (42). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the device of Aziz provide the back face having openings 
for passing cables as taught by Porter in order to make an electrical communication 
connection to another source. 
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As to claim 7, Porter discloses a device as shown in figure 2 wherein the sum of 
the areas of the openings in each of the top and bottom faces (27, 28) is approximately 
equal to the area through which air can pass vertically in the drawer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the device of Aziz to provide the areas of the openings in 
each of the top and bottom faces is approximately equal to the area through which air 
can pass vertically in the drawer as taught by Porter in order to permit a large volumetric 
flow of air sufficiency to cool the device. 

As to claim 8, Aziz and Porter do not teach the maximum dimension of the 
openings is considerably smaller than the minimum wavelength of the electromagnetic 
waves from which the drawer is to be isolated. However, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ a size of the 
openings and compare with wavelength of the electromagnetic waves. Since it has 
been held that discovering an optimum value of a result effective variable involves only 
routine skill in the art. In re Boesch. 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
8. Claim 1 0 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 



9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



examiner should be directed to Tuan T Dinh whose telephone number is 703-306-5856. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 703-308-3301. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-3431 
for regular communications and 703-308-3431 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0956. 

TD 

March 10, 2002 



Conclusion 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 




